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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 March 2004 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^] Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) - are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 10 August 2001 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1. This Office action is in response to applicant's letter dated March 8„ 2004. Claims 1-17 
are pending. 

2. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are not deemed persuasive and thus, the 
prior rejections are maintained and repeated below. Applicant first argues that the circuit in Hill 
would not be functional without the buffer circuit since the buffer minimizes parasitic 
impedances. This circuit is the same as applicant's claimed transmitter if the buffer circuit was 
removed. If we assume this to be true, then applicant's circuit would suffer the same problem 
and thus, lack functionality. Applicant's disclosure does not recognize the parasitic impedance 
problem and does not present any solution. There is no difference is circuit design or component 
selection. How is it possible that the circuit would not be functional in Hill, but would be 
functional in applicant's invention. Second, applicant appears to argue that the reference teaches 
away from the direct connection of the emitter with the antenna. The courts have held that 
teachings away are rare and merely doing something differently does not teach away. In re 
Gurley, 27 F.3d 551, 553. 31 USPQ2d 1 130, 1131 (Fed. Cir. 1994). In the instant case, Hill is an 
improvement over the known art. The buffer circuit confers advantages by the reduction of 
parasitic impedances that would interfere with the operation of the transmitter. An improvement 
does not constitute a teaching away. 

Prior rejection maintained 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-6 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hill 
6,225,873. 

Regarding claim 1, the claimed signal source is taught as item 168 of Figure 10; the 
claimed oscillator with transistor having an emitter is shown as item 162; and the claimed 
antenna is shown as item 166. Figure 10 does not show the antenna directly coupled to the 
emitter of the oscillating circuit's transistor. The emitter is connected to a buffer circuit (item 
164). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have a knowledge of 
various transmission circuits and antennas. It is clear from figure 10 that the oscillating signal 
from the emitter is driving the antenna. Figure 1 1 shows a similar configuration where the 
oscillator directly drives the antenna. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention that the buffer circuit is not a necessary component. While the 
buffer circuit reduces stray impedances and thus, is a more forgiving design, a proper design 
would eliminate the need for the additional circuit. In such a case, the emitter may be directly 
coupled to the antenna. Further, as evidenced by applicant's lack of disclosure regarding the 
need for a buffer circuit and means for providing the same functionality as said circuit, it is 
considered an admission that methods of providing the same functionality without the buffer 
circuit would have been known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Regarding claim 2, Hill does not teach a specific antenna. A simple conventional antenna 
is a microstrip which is a trace on a printed circuit board. It would have been obvious to select 
any suitable antenna including a microstrip. 

Regarding claim 3, see col. 14, lines 50-55. 
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Regarding claim 4, the claimed first capacitive element in parallel with a resistive 
element both coupled between the emitter and ground is shown as R24 and CI 6 in Figure 10. 

Regarding claim 5, the claimed second capacitive element in series with the first 
capacitive element is shown as CI 7 in Figure 10. 

Regarding claim 6, the voltage source and inductive element is show as Vin and L8 in 
Figure 10. 

Regarding claim 8, col. 1 teaches the use of a transmitter in a remote keyless entry system 
and discusses the reception of a signal and the performance of an action, such as providing 
access. The transmitter has been discussed in claim 1. 

Regarding claims 9-12, these limitations have been discussed in claims 2-6 above. 
5. Claims 7 and 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hill 
6,225,873 in view of Handfield 5,731,516. 

Regarding claim 7, Hill does not teach the use of a wheel as an antenna. Handfield 
teaches in col. 6, lines 25-35 the use of a wheel as an antenna. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would realize that the transmitter circuit in Hill is not limited to the particular use with a vehicle. 
Transmitters are found on a plurality of electronic devices including telemetry systems. In such 
systems it is recognized that the choice of antenna and oscillator circuits selected would be 
dependent on the particular use. It would have been obvious to use a wheel as an antenna as 
suggested by Handfield where the device has one available. The use of existing parts eliminates 
the need for an additional component. 

Regarding claim 13, Hill teaches the concept of a signal source, an oscillator with a 
transistor and an antenna. As shown in claim 1, it would have been obvious to directly couple 
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the antenna to the transistor emitter. The device in Hill is a remote control. Handfield teaches 
the claimed controller and sensor as items 24 and 30. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
understand that a signal source for a transmitter may be from a sensor or a human user. A 
transmitter is not limited to a particular signal source. It would have been obvious to combine 
the transmitter in Hill with the monitoring system in Handfield to gain the telemetry function as 
suggested by Handfield, or to gain the advantages of the using the simplistic transmitter in Hill. 

Regarding claim 14, Handfield teaches in Figure 7 a valve stem that couple with the 
wheel. Although the wheel is stated as the primary antenna, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would recognize that the conductive valve stem also functions as an antenna. 

Regarding claim 15, see col. 6, lines 25-35 of Handfield. 

Regarding claim 16, see claim 1. 

Regarding claim 17, the oscillator in Hill is a Colpitts oscillator. 

New rejections 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. Applicant has not taught 
how the particular claimed configuration of a remote control transmitter circuit may function 
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without a buffer circuit since it is recognized that parasitic capacitance would render the 
transmitter inoperative. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Albert K Wong whose telephone number is 703-305-8884. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on 703-305-4704. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Albert K. Wong 
May 24, 2004 



